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To THE. 
RIGHT REVEREND 
EIL 


LORD BISHOP OF LONDON, 


My LoRD, 


; HE very honourable and unſolicited ap- 

| pointment, which your Lordſhip was 
hktely pleaſed to confer upon me, encourages me 
to requeſt e ſanction of your name to the fol- 


lowing diſcourſe, 
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Your Lordſhip's well-known cal for the 


cauſe of Chriſtianity will induce you to receive # 


K 


A 
© a _ = 


with candour this attempt to illuſtrate and de- 9 15 
fend one of ics diſtinguiſhing doctrines. 44 
I am, My LoRp, 
with the greateſt reſpect, 


Your Lordſhip's moſt grateful 


and obedient humble Servant, 


DANIEL VEYSIE. 
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JoRN I. 14. 


aud the Word was made fleſh, and 


dwelt among us. 


198 is no declaration of holy Scrip- 
K ture, to the truth of which the Chriſtian 
Church hath borne more ample teſtimony, than 
this of St. Paul, There muſt be herehes 
mong you*.” Even in the apoſtolical age, when, 
il ever, we might expect Believers to be of one 
heart and of one mind, the diviſions, which pre- 
vailed, were nehmer few nor unimportant. And 
_ 1 the ſubſequent ages, when recourſe could no 
longer be had to apoſtolical authority for the 
determination of controverted points, theſe di- 
vitons moſt aſtoniſhingly increaſed ; and the an- 
nals of the Church are full of the pernicious 
and antichriſtian doctrines, which from time to 
tine were propagated and maintained; till at 


* 1 Coir t 


- length 


141 3 
length the name of Chriſtian, became, not fo 
much the appropriate name of a body of men, 
ll the diſciples of one common maſter, and all 
profeſſing one common faith, as the appellation 
of a multitude of ſects and factions, dift-rins 
from cach othicr in the moſt eſſential points, aud 
frequently agreeing hardly in any thing, excc;, 
that common name by which they were called. 
Nor is unanimity more the characteriſtic of 
the preſent, than of any preceding age. On th. 
contrary, the peace of the Church has ſeldem 
been interrupted by more pernicious herefics, 
than thoſe, which at preſent prevail. Opinions 
WW more wild and fantaſtical may perhaps have 
— been mam taincd in former times: but never 
; any period have errors been pre pagated mor- 
oppotite to genuine Chriſtianity, or more de- 
grading to the dignity of its divine author. | 
allude to the doctrines which are comme!) 


| known by the name of uniturian; the propa- 
e gators and ſupporters of which ſeem to have in 
i view the utter ſubverſion of almoſt every thing, 
N which we have learned tc eſteem eſſential to ou 


religion. What we venerate as ſacred truths, 
they reject as ſhocking abuſes ; what we ac 
count the molt fundamental articles of our chro- 

tian faith, they ſcruple not to call its great: 

cCorruptions, corruptions, which, {+ they, ha. 

« debaſed the ſpirit of Chriſtianity, and have 3 

„ moſt annihilated all the happy effects whic!: 
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E 
« jt was eminently calculated to produce. And 
in particular they declare themſelves irrecon- 

neable enemies to the great doctrines of the 
civinity and pre-exiſtence of Chriſt ; athrming 
that the Saviour of the world, whom we conſi- 
der as the proper ſon of God, of the ſame di- 
vine nature with the Father, with whom he ex- 
iſted in glory before the foundation of the world, 
and by whoſe almighty power he was miracu- 
jouſly born of a pure virgin without the inter- 
vention of a human father affirming that this 
our divine Saviour is ſimply a Man; of a nature 
not ſuperior to our own ; having had no exiſt- 
ence in any manner or reſpect before his coming 
into the world; and when he came into the 
world, being produced in no extraordinary way; 
in à word, being a Man in the moiſt proper 
ſenſe of the expreſſion, a Man, born of Men“. 


d Preface to Dr. Prieſtley's IIiſtory of the Com of 
Ciriſtianity, pag. 11. 

The miraculous conception is,“ ſays Mr. Gibbon, (Hitt. 
of ihe decline and fall of the Roman empire, vol. 4. pag. 525. 
nets 4.) one of the laſt Articles which Nr. Prieſtley has cur- 
*« tailed from his ſcanty Creed.” Tt is however but fair to ob- 
ſerve, that Dr. P. does nct profeſs himſelf decidedly againſt the 
doctrine; he pretends merely to have collected materials for 
torming a right judgement in the caſe, Nevertheleſs it is very | 
evident to which fide he leans. © I would obſerve,” ſays he, 
(Hit, of early Opinions, vol. 4. p. 6.) „that thouga at preſent 
there are but few who diſbelieve the, miraculous conception, 
5 chere have always, I believe, been ſome, and thoſe Men of 
leaf ning and nen among Chriſtians, who have thought , 
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And for theſe opinions they plead the hohed 


antiquity, maintaining that no other doctrine 


was taught by the Apoſtles, or believed by the 


firſt Chriſtians conſequently that the brief of 


7 am now inclined 10 do with reſpe& to it. To my certain know. 
edge the number of ſuch perſons is increaſing, and ſeveral of 
re them think it to be a matter of great conſequence, that a doc- 


«© trine, which they regard as a diſcredit to the Chriſtian ſcheme, 


* {ould be exploded.” And again, pag. 50. I think it is 
hardly poſlible to read theſe paſſages“ (quorations from ſeveral 
the Fathers) in which the inconveniences that would have at. 


„ tended the diſcovery of the miraculous conception are very 


&* ftrongly and naturally deſcribed, withont feeling that the ſtory 
itſelf is an incumbrance on the Chriftian ſcheme, and that it would 


. © at leaſt have appeared to more advantage without it.“ Whether 


the miraculous conception be an incumbrance an the Chriftias 
ſcheme, is another queſtion : it is certainly a great incumbrance 
on the ſcheme of our modern Unitarians. For if, as they affirm, 
Chriſt was a mere Man, naturally poſſeſſed of no other powers 
than other men have, what reaſon can poſſibly be aſſigned, why 
he ſhould not have been conceived and born like other men? O. 
the other hand, if we admit the doctrine in queſtion, and allow 


that Chriſt was miraculouſly conceived, and born in an unuſual | 


manner, who is there, whom this circumſtance does not lead to 


= ſuſpe&, I had almoſt ſaid, does not perſuade, nat his nature muſt 


be ſuperior to that of Man? It is not therefore without reaion, 
that the advocates of the ſimple humanity endeavour to remove 

from the Chriſtian creed 2 doctrine ſo hoſtile to their principal po- 
ſition. In the mean while the orthodox Believer is not diſpleaſed 


to find, that this bold meaſure is attempted by means, not lik-!v 


to make many Converts ; wiz. partly by aſſerting the fallin“ 
of the holy Evangeliſts, who relate the fact; and partly by de- 
nying the authenticity of the writings, which contain the relation. | 
That the antient Jewiſh Church muſt have held the cr 
nion that Chriſt was ſimply a Man, — inay be concluded from 
its being the clear doctrine of the Scripture, and from the Aprftits 


** paving taught uo other,” Hiſt. of Cor. vol. 1. p. 6. 5 
5 ; 5 c Dr, 
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1 
theſe latter ages, however dignified with the 
title of orthodoxy, is in reality a departure from 
the purity and ſimplicity of the true Chriſtian 
| faith, which can no otherwiſe be reſtored than 
by the adoption of thoſe doctrines which they 
hold, and againſt which we ſo earneſtly contend. 
To theſe bold pretenſions to high antiquity 
and apoſtolical authority, I ſhall, in the follow- 
ing diſcourſe, oppoſe an argument, deduced from 
e general intention of St. John in writing his 
-ofpel, and particularly from the method pur- 
tved, and the expreſſions adopted by him in the 
introductory part, from which the text is taken. 


The antient Fathers, who have had occaſion 
to mention this ſubject, almoſt unanimouſly aſ- 
ſert that the goſpel of St. John was principally 
written in oppoſition to the Gnoſtic hereſy, and 
particularly that branch of it, of which Cerm- 


Pr. Horſley's charge to his clergy has afforded me another 
75 opportunity of re-examining the ſubject, and the reſult, which 
is now before the reader, has been, as I think, a further illuſ- 
tration and a ſtronger confirmation of my original poſition, viz. 
_ © that the belief that Chriſt was a mere Man, naturally poſſeſſed 
* of no other powers than other men have, but a diſtinguiſhed 
© meſſenger of God, and the chief inſtrument in his hands for 
the good of Men, ws the original faith of the Chriſtian Church.” 
Preface to Letters to Dr. Horſley, Part 1. pag. 2. 
It muſt, I think, have been evident, from the conſidera- 
tions ſuggeſted in the preceding introduction, that the doctrines 
of the divinity and pre- exiſtence of Chriſt, avere nat taught in 
* ze Scriptures,” Hiſt, of early Opinions, vol. I. Pag. 91. 


thus 
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14 
thus was the "OE Indeed this opinion 
appears ſo probable in itſelf, and is ſupported | 
by authorities ſo incontrovertible, that it is 
adopted by the great Champion of modern Uni. 
tarianiſm* ; and thereforc on the preſent occa- 
fion may ſafely be admitted without further in- 
veſtigation. 

With reſpect to the hereſy itſelf, we know in 
general that it owes its origin to? | ſpecies of 
Philoſophy, which about the time of our 82. 
viour's appearance was very prevalent in the 
Eaſt, and has from thence obtained the name of 

Oriental. Among the followers of this Philoſo- 
phy, many 1n the early ages became converts to 
Chriſtianity. Impelled by the force of truth, 
they embraced indeed the Chriſtian faith; but 
ppi brought with them into the Church 
a prejudice in roar of the philoſophical ſenti- 
ments of their ſect, into a conformity with 
which they endeavoured to torture the doctrine: 


© Trenzus adv. Her. lib, 3. cap. 11. p. 218. Grabe's edit,-]crom, 
in Matthæum Proemiun.— Another reaſon, aſſigned by the An- 
tients for the writing of this goſpel, is, that St. John might have 
an opportunity of relating many circumſtances reſpecling Chrut, 
i which are omitted hy the other Evangeiuls ; particularly his act 
| before the Baptiſt vas ſhut up in priſon. See Euſeb. Eecl. Hiſt. lib. 
3. Cap. 24. Theſe two reaſons are by no means inconſiſtœnt witl 

_ each other. | 5 
# Hiſt. of Cor. vol. 1. pag. 11.—Ifiſt. of early Opin. 1 
pag. 181.—Tt ſhould not however be concealed that the candi“ 
and zudicious Lardver is of anciher opinion I have taken {ome 
Zotice of his principal arguments in Note in. pag. 16. 


— — 


FS 1 


of their new profeſſion. Accordingly they fra- 
med a theological ſyſtem, chimerical and cαι pe. 
vacant in the extreme; a ſyſtem, full cf the 
8 vudeſt fictions and moſt intricate ſubtilties, that 
a fanciful and inventive imagination could ſuggeſt. 
But not to enter too minutely into an inveſti- 
gation of this ſyſtem, I ſhall principally confine 
myſelf to thoſe tenets of theſe antient heretics 
with which at preſent we are more particularly 
_ ©.ocerned;; and theſe are, the opinions which 
they advanced concerning the creation of the 
world, the nature and end of the Jewith diſpen- 
ſation, and the perton of our bleſſed Saviour, 
Among the doctrines of the oriental philoſo- 
phy (W hich, as I before obſerved, was thr pa- 
ent of the Gnoſtic hereſy) there is one, which 
:{cribes the formation of the univerſe, not to the 
ſup; eme God, but to an agent, greatly inferior 
in the ſpirituality and purity of lis nature. The 
principle, upon which they founded this ſtrange 
doctrine, was the groſs corruption and the many 
'rregwarities, which they law, or thought they 
law, in the preſent conſtitution of things. a or 
they argued that a material world, abounding, 
-our's nal edly does, with evil both natural and 
moral, could not be the work of a ſpiritual and 
all-perfect Being. In order therefore to account 
tor the origin of evil, they ſuppoſed that the 
ſupreme God, to whom they aſcribed all poſſible 
pe rfection, and who had dwelt from all eternity 


in 


(3) 


in the fulneſs of light and bliſs, was not the 


immediate author of either the viſible or the 
inviſible world, but produced them both by 
means of emanations from himfelf, to which 


they gave the name of Aons. And becauſe in 


the production of things there are apparently 
required two kinds of powers, the one to ery: 


as Agents, the other as Patients, or recipients of 
the action of the former, in analogy to this, 


they held that the ſupreme God originally pro- 
duced from himſelf two ons, the one male, 
the other female; chat from the union of th-%: 
ons another pair was produced; and * 
theſe laſt, another ; and ſo on, in a regular crd 
and ſucceſſion, 'till at length the Pleroma, 65 7 
ſo they called the habitation of the ſupreme 
God) was filled with a family of Eons, a 
bearing a reſemblance to their great orig. l, 
but not all poſſeſſing equal degrees of pei.-c- 
tion. For they conceived that an emanation can- 
not in its own nature be ſo periect as the ſource, 
from whence it flowed : conlequentiy in a ſerics 
of emanations, eacli gradation will be leſs per- 
fect than the preceding one; ſo that the further 
the emanation is removed from the origine 
ſource, the Weaker and more impure wil 1 
nature be. Upon this principle they accounts. 
for the natural and moral evil, with which this 
lower world abounds. They ſuppoſed that the 
viſible world was created by an Aon, remove, 
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as to his origin, to a great diſtance from the ſu- 
preme Being, and conſequently partaking but 
little of the purity and ſpirituality of his na- 


ture; that therefore the world, which he crea- 


ted, was nece/arily impure and material; not 


indeed altogether deſtitute of a reſemblance to 
the firſt great Cauſe, but filled at the ſame time 


with a variety of evils, the inevitable conſe- 
quence of ſucceſſive emanation, which, accord- 
ing to their hypotheſis, infinite goodneſs itſelf 
was not able to prevent“. 

From this Philoſophy the diſtinguiſhing te- 
nets of the Gnoſtic heretics are evidently bor- 
rowed. Like their parent ſect, they aſcribed 
the creation of the viſible world, not to the ſu- 


preme God, but to a power ſo greatly inferior, 
as even to be excluded from the Pleroma; by 


which name they likewiſe diſtinguiſhed the in- 


viſible ſtate. They had alſo their ons, whom 


they derived primarily and originally from the 


| ſupreme God, and then the one from the other, 


in what St. Paul, alluding to this very circum- 


anc, juſtly calls, * endleſs genealogies”.” With 


£ See Brucker, Hift. Crit. Philoſ. Tom. 2. pag. 639. where 
the Reader will find a copious account of the origin and doctrines 
of the oriental Philoſophy together with proo's that the Gnoſtic 
hereſy was derived from it, and not, as many writers have ſup- 
_ from the opinions of Pαi and the Greek Philoſophy. 
n 1 Tim. i. 4.— Mention is again made of theie genealogies, 
Tir, ii. 9. and there is probably a reference to them in other 
pages, N Tim. iv. 7 Ibid. vi. 29. 2 Tim. ii. 16. 


the 


„ 
the ſupreme Father, to whom they gave the 
name of Boge or Profundity, they combined 
the female Emaua or Thought, whom they a0 
called Eyn and Xapis, Silence and Grace. Of the 
Sons, who proceeded from this original pair, 
the fürſt and principal was Nevs or Mind, win, 
they alſo called Mose. or rhe Only-beg9tter 
the female Ron combined with Moroes, va; 
AY. or Truth. To the offspring of this laſ. 
pair they gave the name of Acyes or the Mord, 
whoſe female partner was Zan or Life 


i After this manner are the male and female Tons genere 
and deduced in che Valentinian ſyſtem, as deſcribed by Irenvus. 
lib. 1. cap.1, The genealogy 1 is there extended to a much 2 
length, but enough is here extracted for the preſent argue 
-— Though this combination of Zons firſt appears in th? tn 
nian ſyſtem, yet we are not to imagine; that Valentinus was the 
firſt, yno thus combined them; for Irenæus himſelf teſtifies (lib. 
c. 5. p. 49.) that Valentinus did not invent the ſyſtem, which? 
by his name; but merely reduced into his own peculiar form the 
principles of the elder Gnoſtics. His words arc theſe; 4 44; 
FIwTO5, UW T9; MEYOLEV%G T. gn. Gbpecrews Cars XX 3X5 eig 10.07 Vo ar- | 
ta & dcs rHANGE ache pHe Ovanincg, oflws eEno2Popnoey? from © 22 55 
it appcars, that he found the materials of his hereſy alrea d 
lected, and had nothing to do but to work them up in the muncr 
molt agreeable to hunſelf. Accordingly [renzus (lib. >. c 
p. 138.) having ſhewn the abſurdity of the Valentiniau notion, 
that Nus and Alethia proceeded from By:hus and Eunoia, d 
Ac autem, quæ dicta ſunt de ſenſus emiiſione, limite et 9 
*« verſus eos, qui a Baſilide ſunt, aptata ſunt.” This _—_— 
was therefore common to Batilides and V alentinus; nor was Bai 
lides the author of it ; for lrenæus wmediately adds, “ ©: ay 
* vertus reliquos Gnoſticos, a quibus st hi anita miſſton ac- 
e cipientcs, convieti ſunt !“ primo libro.“ | 
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With reſpect to the Jewiſh diſpenſation, it 
was the opinion of ſome among them, that the 


From this ſame chapter it may alſo be ſhewn, that the pair of 
Tons deduced from Nas and Alethia, vir. Logos and Zoe, is not 
pecul.2r co the Valentinian ſyſtem. it ſhould be premiſed, that 
.ccording to Valentinus, the /Zons, next in ſucceſſion to Logos and 
Zee, are Homo and Eccleſa. Now lrenzus aſſerts, that in this re- 
ipect Valentinus had changed the order of the antient Gnoſſics, 
who placed Homo and Eccliſia before Loos and Zoe, and accuſes 
thera of making this change improperly. ** De ea autem quæ eſt 
© ex his ſecunda emiſſione Hominis - 1 Eecleſiz, ipſi patres eorum 
© falſe cognominati Gnoſtici, impugnant adverſus invicem, ſua 
propria vindicantes, et malos fures ſemetipſos convincentes, ap- 
tabile eſſe magis emiſſioni dicentes, uti veriſimile, ex Homine 
Verbum, ſed non ex Verbo Haminem emiſſum.“ See Maſſuet's 
previe Diſſertationes in lib. Iren. pag. xx. Dn, 

Indeed we perceive the foundation of the Valcntinian ſyſtem in 
the blaſphemies of that Father of all Heretic, as Irenzus calls 


um, $imon Magus; who, as we read (Acts viii. 9.) gave out that 


e Was fate great one, and prevailed upon the people to believe, 
that he was the great power of Ged, 1. e. according to the expla- 


nation of Irenæus (lib. 1. c. 20. p. 94.) that he was the ſupreme 
Father himſelf. © Hic igitur a multis quaſi Deus glorificatus eſt, 
et docuit — eſſe ſe ſublimiſſimam virtutem, hoc eſt, cum qui fit 
« ſ1per omria pater.“ He further aſſerted (ibid.) that a Woman 
called Helena, with whom he conſorted, Was Ennoia, or the 6-& 
conception of his mind. Simon autem Samaritanus, ex quo 
* univer{z hæreſes ſubſtiterunt, habet hujuſmodi ſectæ materiam. 


Hic Helenam quandam, quam ipſe a Tyro civitate Phœnices 


quæſtuariam cum redemiſlet, [{ec.m circumducebat, dicens hanc 


"ele primam mentis ejus conceptionem, matrem omnium, per 


* GUarr in Nino mente concepit Ange facere et Archangeios. 
Hanc enim Ennoiam exilientem ex eo, cognoſcentem quæ vult 
pater ejus, degredi ad 1.toriora, et generare Angelos et poteſ- 
te tates, à quibus et mundum hunc factum dixic.” Upon the whole 
We ae without heſitation affirm that the part of the Valentinian 

2 B 2 . uem 
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„ 


author of it was, not the ſupreme God, | but 


that ſame Being to whom they aſcribed the 


creation of th: world ; who, moved by the ma- 
lignity of his nature, impoſed upon the Iſraelites = 


a ſevere law, and a multitude of oppreſſive and 
vexatious rites. And when he ſtill further aimed 


at univerſal ſovereignty, it pleaſed the fupreme 


Being to take meaſures for counteractin g fuch 


ambitious projects; and for this purpoſe he ſent 


into the world one of the bleſſed inhabitants of 
the inviſible ſtate, whom he commiſtioned 9 


deſtroy the empire of this rigorous tyrant, to 


deliver men from the bondage of his oppreſſiv- 


0 7 


ſyſtem here referred to, exiſted, either in this very form, or in ſome 


other very nearly reſembling it, in the days of the Apoſtles. 


Dr. Prieſtley appears to have given an inaccurate ftarement of 
the alentinian genealogy. He ſays (Hiſt. of early Cpin. vol. 1. 


p. 179.) with reſpect to the ſuper- angelic nature of Chriſt, Va- 


*« Jentinus held that he was one of the ons; and according to bi; 
«« genealogies, both Chr; and the Holy Spirit, were the offspring 
of Monogenes, which came from Logos and Zoe, as theſe we. 
« the offspring of Nous and Veritas, and theſe of Bythus and d e. 
According to this account, Monogenes, from which Chrij/ and the 


| Hely Spirit were deſcended, was the offspring of Logos and Zoe; 


whereas upon referring to the authority cited by Dr. P. himſelf 
(Iren. lib. 1. cap. 1.) it will be found that the reverſe was the <2. 
and that Loge. and Zoe were the offspring of Monogenes, who Wa» 
the ſame with Nous, the immediate offspring of the ſupreme Fa- 
ther, I do not mean to lay any great ſtreſs upon this error, . 
cauſe the genealogies themſelves being idle and vain, a miſtake 
concerning ther, not affefting (as is the caſe at Pt eſent) the main 
argument, cannot be d any great importance. 
laws, 


U 8 4 
laws, and to reveal the ſupreme F ather, of whom 
till then the world had been in ignorance *. 


k T he notion, that the ſupreme God was not the author of the 
Jewiſh diſpenſation, ſeems the neceflary conſequence of his not 
heing the Creator of the world. 'They, who held the latter of 
theſe opinions, might juſtly argue, that a pure and perfect Being 
could not deign to concern himſelf at all with the affairs uf a 
world, the creation of which was ſo repugnant to his nature; 
much leſs could he be the diſpenſer of a Law, which proclaims 
ihe ſeverity of an unrelenting Judge, rather than the mildneſs of 
a protecting Beneiator. Accordingly we find that all the carly 


Heretics — Baſilides, Saturninus, Simon Magus — aſcribed the 
giving of the law, and the inſpiration of the Prophets to thoſe in- 


ferior Beings, by whom, according to them, the world was created. 


The opinions of Bafilides upon this head are thus deſcribed "y 


 Lenzus (lib. 1. c. 23. p. 97.) Eos autem, qui pofterius conti- 
nent cœlum angelos, quod etiam a nobis videtur, conſtituiſſe ea 
% que ſunt in mundo omnia, et partes ſibi feciſſe terre, et earum 
auæ ſuper eam ſunt gentium. Es, autem principem ipſorum 


tum, qui Judzorum putatur ef Deus. Et quoniam hic ſuis 


c hbominibus, id eſt, Judæis, voluit ſubjicere reliquas gentes, re- 
A liquos omnes principes contra ſtetiſſe ei et contra egiſſe. Qua- 
. © propter et reliquæ reſtiterunt gentes ejus genti. Innatum autem 
** et innominatum patrem, vider'* perditionem ipſorum, miſiſſe 
e primogenitum Nun ſuum, (et unc eſſe qui dicitur Chriſtus) in 
** livertatem credentium ei a poteſtate eorum, qui mundum fa- 
„ bricaverunt.““ | | | 

In the preceding chapter, Irenæus aſeribes to Saturninus ſenti- 
ments not very diſſimilar. Et Judæorum Deum unum ex ange- 
lis effe dixit, et propter hoc quod diſſolvere voluerint patrem 
Hejus omnes principes, (wwe ſhould read, voluerit pater ejus, z.c. 
Cghriſti, /ce Grabe's note on the paſſage) adveniſſe Chriſtum ad 
© ceftruionem Judæorum Dei, et ad ſalutem credentium ei.” 

Simon Magus, who, as I before obſerved after [renzus, lib. f. 
c. 20. gave out that he was the ſupreme Father himſclf, aſſerted 
that one end of his coming into the world was, ** uti hominibus 


"i {alutem præſtaret per ſuam agnitionem. Cum enim male mo- 
Wy derarentu- 
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kind, various opinions were advanced, all of there 


which the Saviour aſſumed in order to his ma- 


that pain and death to which real Hleth and blood 


| 4 1 
Dudcerning the perſon of him, who was thus 
ſent for the deliverance and inſtruction of man. 


extravagant, and no leſs abhorrent from the tru 
Chriſtian doctrine, than the fictions already me 
tioned, It was aſſerted by ſome that the body, 


nifeſtation, was one in ſemblance only and not in 
reality; and that his birth and paſſion were bo. 
imaginary : for being a man only in appearance, 
they held that he could not with propriety be 
ſaid to be born, nor was he ce able of ſufferin: 


are ſubject '. — 


« derarentur angeli mundum, quoni aa unuſquiſdde corum concu— 
re piſceret principatum, ad emendationem veniſſe rerum et deſcen 
* diſſe eum trans figuratum, ec afumilatum virtutibus, et pore? 
5 tibus, et apgelis, ut et in hominibus homo apparerct ipſe, cum 
non eſſet homo; et paſſum autem in Judæa putatum, cum no: 
eſſet paſſus. Prophetas autem a mundi fabricatorihus angels 
« mſpiratos dixiſſe prophetias“: _ 
The fame opinion reſpecting the Jewiſh difpentation | is ajcribed 
ws erinthus by the author of the appendix to Tertullian de pre- 
iptione Hareticorum. 48. ** Poſt huic Cerinthus hereticus 
"up pit, ſimilia docens, Nam et 1pſe mundum inftitutum eſſi ab 
illis (angelis et birtutibus) dicit. Chriftum ex ſemine ee *h 

«« natuin proponit ; hominem illum tantummodo iine divinity 
contendens, ipſam quoque legem ab angelis datam perk:v-> : 
6 Judzorum Deum, non Dominus ied angelum promens.”” 
The opinion, that Chriſt had no rea! body, is manifeſtly I- 
Jaded to in the following paſſages of S<i;piture, IJ ohn i. 1. Tan, 
which was from the beginning, which we have heard, which +. 
have ſeen with our „es, which we have looked upon and = 
hands have handled of tne word of life — declare we unto you. 


+ AJ” 
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Others, among whom was Cerinthus himſelf, = 
not venturing to deny the reality of his body, -_ 
firmed that he conſiſted of two diſtin+ na- Mi 
tures, one of which they called Feſus, the other 
Chrift. They held that Jeſs was truly and pro- 
pc we a Man, not born of a Vir gin, (for ſuch a 


other Men are, por ng all 1 
tice, wiſdom, and prudence. Wuiti: xe 
C4r;/?, they held that he was a cefeſtial Mon, 
„ho deſcended from the Pleroma, and when 
Jeſus was baptized, entered into him in the 
thape of a Dove, enabling him to work mi- 
racles, and revealing to him, and though him 
to te reſt of mankind, the un snow athe 
They moreover affirnied, that at the cruciixion 
_ Chriſt retired from Feſus, and returned to the 


: fohn iv. 2. Every ſpirit that confe:leth that Jeſus Chriſt is come 
;n the fleſh, is of God; and every ſpirit that confeſſeth not that 
V Chriſt is come in the Heſh, is not of God.—2 John. Many 
_ eecnvers are entered into the world, who conteſs not at Jeſus 

Chriſt is come in the fleſh. 

Ignatius, who was contemporary with the. Apoſtles, in his 
Epiſtle to the Smyrna un $. 2. wakes expreſs mention of ſome, 
Who held this opinion. la vr vp ware iet A n, , d ode 
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It is almoſt nc: acl to remark, that theſe Heretics, affirming 
tat Chriſt ſuffered in appearance only, vr To yore, Were from 
hence c called Are, Docetz, 


Pleroma ; 


( 286} 
Pleroma; that the Man Jeſus alone died, 
roſe from the dead, the Aon Chriſt, being ſpi- 
ritaal, and therefore incapable of ſuffering ” 


= Et Cerinthus autem quidam in Aſia, non a primo Deo fic 
* tum efſe mundum docuit, fed a virtute quadam valde feparar 
s et diſtante ab ea principalitate quæ eſt ſuper univerſa, et ig no- 
* rante eum qui eſt ſuper omnia Deum. Jeſum autem ſubjecit, 
non ex virgine natum, (im poſſibile enim hoc ei viſur ett); 
i fuiſſe autem eum Joſeph et Mariæ filium, ſimiliter ut reciqu) 
omnes homines, et plus potuiſſe jaſtitia, et prudentia, e. fapi⸗ 
** entia ab omnibus. Et poſt baptiſmum deſcendiſſe in eum, ab ea 
principalitate quæ eſt ſuper omnia, Chriſtum figura columb* , 
et tunc annunciaſſe incognitum petrem, et virtutes perfeciſſe; 
in fine autem revolaſſe iterum Chriitum de Jeſu, et Jeſum pa- 
«* ſam elle, et reſurrexiſſe: Chriſtum autem impaſſibilem perleve- 
raſſe, exiſtentem ſpiritalem.“ Iren. lib. 1. c. 25. p. 102. 


St. John ſeems to refer to this hereſy when he declares (clap, 
XX. 30, 31.) that the en! of his writing his goſpel was to cab ih 
the oppoſite faith. And many other ſigns truly did Jeſus in the 
* preſence of his diſciples, which are not written in this book 
but theſe are written that ye might believe that Jeſus 57 7+ 
« Chrift, the Sen of Gd. Similar expreſſions occur allo in his 
firſt Epiſtle. Chap. ii. 22. Who is a liar, but he that denieth 2%. 
Fejus is the Chriſt Ch. iv. 15. Whoſoever ſhall confeſs that % 
i: the Sen of God, God dwelleth in him, and he in God.— Ch. v. 1. 
Wnoloever believech that Je/ies 7s the Chriſt, is born of God. 
This application of theſe expreſſions of St. John to the Cerin- 
thian hereſy was made by Irenæus. Non ergo alterum filiun 
e hominis novit Evangelium, nifi hunc qui ex Maria, qui et paſ- 
< ſus eſt : {ed neque Chriſtum avolantem ante paſſionem ab ]cis. 
<« {ed hunc qui natus eft, Jeſum Chriſtum novit Dei filium, et 
te eundem hunc paſſum reſurrexiſſe, quemadmodum Joannes Do- 
© mini diſcipulus confirmat, dicens : Hæc autem ſcripta furt, i 
« credatis quoniam Feſus ft Chriſtus filius Dei, et ut credentes d. 
« tam eternam labeatis in nomine Jug; 3 PROVIDENS has blal- 


* phemas regulas quæ dividunt Dominum, om ex ipſis at- 
| —— 1 0 diner, 


nt 
Thoſe, who thus diſtin guiſhed between Feſus and 
Chrift, however, as Irenæus juſtly obſerves, they 


« tznet, ex altera et altera ſubſtantia dicentes eun factum. Prope 
« ter quod et in epiſtcla ſua fic teſtificatus eſt aobis , no. 


using hora eſt, et quemadmodum audiftis q mia Iniichriftus 
«© wenits, nunc Antichriſt: multi fact fins unt cogrofſcimus uc. 
% ninm nowiſſima hora eſt. Ex nobis ei unt, ſed non erant ex no- 


bo , enim fuiſſent ex nobis, permanfiſſent utique nobijeum : ſed 


ut menifeftarentur quomam non ſunt * nevis. Cognoſcits ergo quo= 


* 


iam omne menducium extrancum e, , non de veritate, Quis 


* 
- 


"0 mendax, niſi gui negat guoniam Fe/is nei: eff Chriftus i Hic * 
Aatichriſtus.” Lib. 3. c. 18. p. 241. 


Note; ; inſtead of providers in the above paſſage, Grabe OO 


poſes to read prewidens ; and this undoubtedly is the word which 


the tranſlator of Irenæus ought to hf employed. I cannot reſiſt 
thi- opportunity of lamentivg, that| we have by far the greater 
part of the works of this able and loqvent defender oi the or- 
thodox faith only rough the medi M of a barbarous Latin 
tranſſation. | | 
| This paſſage of Irenzeus has been adduced to prov 

John's goſpel was not written with a deſign to confute the Cerin- 
thian hereſy. For it is argued, that Irenæus here aſſerts, that the 
Apoſtle wrote, not becauſe doctrines, oppoſite to thoſe which he 
timielf maintained, then actually prevailed, but becauſe he for 

{7 that they would prevail. From whence it is inferred that this 
goſpel was prior to the riſe of the Cerinthian hereſy, and conſe- 


ont could not have been written to confute it. See Lard- 
ner's Supplement to the Credibility of the Goſpel Hiſt. vol, 1. 


it, 473%. : : ; 

But ! co not think that lrenzus intended to ſay Wh is here 
aſcribed to him. For Fi, Thi: interpretation of his words 
wokes him contradict himſelf. For hie had befor, N aſ- 


ted, that St. John wrote jus gouipel with a view of e oding 


wat error, which had been previouſly propagated by C e a 


volens per eva. gelt annuntiationem aujerre 8 qui a Cerin- 


tho inſeminatus erat hominibus, errorem.“ . 3. Cc. 11. p. 218. 
C | Secondly, 
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E 
not an intimate union of two natures in one 
perſon, but a mere junction of two diſtinct. 
Beings, retaining two diſtinct natures. 

All ſober Chriſtians, who are ſeriouſly con- 
cerned for the honour of God and the ſucceſfstul 
propagation of his true religion, however in 
other reſpec their {ſentiments may differ, can- 
not but condemn opinions fo monſtrous nd re- 
pugnant to the truth, and be ready, as Oppor- ROLE 
tunity ſhall offer, to bear their teſtimony againſt -— 
them. But we ſhould obſerve, that the different 1 

denominations of Chriſtians, though all joining 
in oppoſition to ſuch extravagancies as theſe, 


maintained againſt Cerinthus, which in the firſt eighteen verſes 
are particularly diſtinguiſhed and enumerated, — 
Another objection urged by Dr. Lar ner (the firſt indeed in 
Paint of order) is alſo removed by the poſitive evidence, which 
he paſſage above referred to, affords: not to mention that it is 
in itſelf ſo weak as hardly to require an aniver, It is as follows: 
de me it ſeems below ante angeliſt to write againſt Heretics in 
* the hiſtory of his Lord and Maſter.” What! is it below an 
$.:ngelift to provide an untidote againk the poiſon of heretical 
doctrines? St. Luke expretsly deciares that he was induced to write 
ins goſpel, in order that amidft the many, perhaps erroneous and 
not well-auti:enticated, accounts of Chrit,. which were abroad in 1 
the world. his Catechumen might have zu accurate hiſtory, on - 
which he might depend with certainty, Surely then St. John might | 
jaſtſy undertake a hiſtory of his Maſter, for che expreis purpoſe of | #1 
propounding the true faith in oppoſition'to the falſe opinions re- = 
ſling Chriſt, hich then actvally prevailed, and were perhaps _ if 
duly gaining ground ; eſpecially conſidering that theſe opinions 0 
referred principallz to hiſtorical point and might therefore wi: | 
tugular e be oppoſed by an hiſtorical narrative. i | 
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would nevertheleſs be led by their reſpective 


principles to oppoſe them, each in a manner pe- 
culiar to itſelf . the Unitarian ſect after one 
manner; the Arian after another; and thulc, 


v ho are called Orthodox, after a manner ditterent 


from either. And this obſervation leads us to 
the mode, by which 1 propoſe to aſcertain what 


ſupport che unitarian doctrine is entitled to from 


the authority of one at leaſt of the Apoſtles — 
of him, whoſe goſpel was confeſſedly written 
againtt the Gnoſtic hereſy. For if the manner, 
in which St. John conducted his oppoſition to 
this henely, ſhall upon examination appear to be 
ſuch as the principles of an Unitarian would na- 
turally lead him to adopt, then undoubtedly it 


may, not without reaſon, be ſuſpected, that hc 


was himſelf an Unitarian : if on the other hand 


he combats the Gnoſtic errors after a mann-i 


inconfiftent with the diſtinguiſhing Unitarian 


doctrines, we may with the utmoſt confidence 


aſſert, that theſe doctrines made no part of his 
behef. And thus are we furniſhed with a teſt, 


a reaſonable and a deciſive one, as far as I can 


judge, of St. John's ſentiments: the introduction 
to whole goſpel I thall proceed to examine with 
a view to the circumſtance now under conſid. 


ration, and from the manner in which he oppoſes. 
the errors of the Gnoſtics, ſhall endeavour to 


determine, whether, as is pretended, de really 
held and taught the oder Unitarian doctrine 
of the timple humanity of Chriſt, | 
; : The 


{I} 


| The K themſelves admit, that the | 


antient Gnoſtics, extravagant and abfurd as their 
tenets are, nevertheleſs intended to do honour t 
Chriſt.“ They could not. it ſeems, but think 
thor mere humanity was incompatible with the 
dignified character of him, who was ſent to res 
veal the unknown God, and who wrought fo 
many muracles in confirmation of his divine 


miſſion. And on this account it was that even 


thoſe among them, who allowed him to have a 


real human body, made it the mere receptacle 


or habitation of ua celeſtial ſpirit, by whom in 
reality the revelatioH whs made, and the miracles 
performed. Under the influence of thefe ſenti- 
ments, an Unitarian would naturally begin his 


oppoſition to the Gnoſtic ſyſtem, by declaring 


that the foundation upon which the whole was 
built, viz. the progeny 0! Rus, with which 
the heretics had ſtocked their Pleroma, was 
mere fiction: that Novs, Abe, 'nd all the other 
pretended emanations from the fupreme Ged, 


were in reality nothing but {o many attributes 


of the divine nature, and therefore not to be 


diſting uiſhed fron: God himſelf: that 1 it was the 


„ « A the Heretics of this ail whoſe pluloſophy w as more 
1 ' Prope ly tha of the Eaſt, & hought 1 ic was wnauort hy if fe L x. lied 
© wt Os "on proper Cliff te be truly a Mun. Unit. of Cor. 
vol. 1. p. . 

„gas no better than theſe gave ri'e to the dectrine of the 
' Qooltics 3 for they meant te do honour to Chriſt,” Hitt. of early 
Opin. vel. 4 p. EF, | | | 
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ſupreme God, Who by the excition of his en 
creative power, Without any affiſtant or inter- 
mediate agent, at firſt made the world, and has 
ever {ice continued to uphold it by his pre 

dential care: that this fame God in times nat 
ſpake unto inankind by Moſes and the Prophet, 

and had in theſe laſt days ſent into the world a 
teacher greater than they, ven Jeſus Chriſt : 
that this Au dridus meilenger was, as to his na- 
ture, purely and imply 2 Man, born like othe- 
Men, only excelling ail others, in wiſdon and 
goodneſs : that during the whole of his miniſtry 
he ſpake and acted, not as of himſelf, but merely 
as the meſlenger of God; the doctrines which 
he taught, he delivered in the name of Goa, 
and the mirc! s which he wrought, he per- 
formed by tlc power of God: that theſe cn 
cumitances are evidently inconſiitent with gu 
other notion than that of {imple 1 

ſince they prove moſt inconteſtably that he wia 
poſſeſſed of no power, peculiarly his own, moe 
than other Men have, and conſequently that 


his nature cannot with any propriety be atfirme 4 
to be ſuperior to that of Man. 


In ſowe ſuch manocr as this would an Un 
„ rian naturally de led to combat the errors F 
the Gnoſtic herety, Tot us now enquire what 
are the dodtrines which st. John advances en 
Oppolition to the tune errors ; trum whencey | 
I miſtake net, We all have abunVa; it teaſon 
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him was not any thing made that was mad- 
The Apoſtle next aſſerts that this Creator of 
the world ſtands in another relation to it, as its 
enlightener and conducto: to a bleſſed immor- 

tality; and in aſſerting this relation, he applics 
to him the name of another of the Gnoſtic Mus, 
Zan or Life. © him was /ffe, and the / was 
« the liglit of 1V len.” But mankind, as he goes 
on to ſhew, tunk in ignorance and error, were 
inſenſible of the bleſſing which was intende 
them. The light ſhineth in darkneſs, and the 
« darkneſs corprchended it not.“ This . no— 
rance of the true light is preſently alter again 
inſiſted upon. That was the true light, which 
« lyhteth every man that cometh inte the 
«© world. He was in the world, and the wor 1: 
« was made by him, an! the world knew him 
* not, He came unto his own, an his own 
« reccaved hun got.“ By the expretiion „ hi: 
„Wu“ Commontitors in peneral underſtand 
the peo). of the Wa, t whom the Savio 
bore a peculiar relation, and to wham, as we 
elle where read, he was more particularly font. 


* By the evpretlion © his own”! lrenaus underitands, not ihe be- 
ple of the ewe, but the avor/d in general, of which he had juſt be- 
ſore declared the Logos to be ue Maker, The argument is much 
the lame in which ever ſenſe we take the words, If we take them 
in this latter ſente, the Apoſtle will be underſtocd to refer to that 
op mon ot the ( oſtics, which aſcril es the creation of the World 
to ſame Power greatly interior to, and cut off from all connectvi 
with, the 6; reine Being.“ Abfinbis tem à nobis diflentiones 

| | omues 


The paſſage before us, underſtood iu this ſenſe, 
Years an evident alluſion to the Gnoſtic doctrine 


[a] 


rel pecting the Jewiſh nation, deſtroying, if not 


in expreſs terms, at leaſt by clear FS ai that 


impious notion of theirs, which makes the God 


of the Jews an evil Being, the aboluion of whole 


empire was the principal object of Chriſt's miſe 


fion; For had this people been under the do— 


minion of ſuch a God as the Heretics tu ppuſed, 


there coul © not have f(ubliſted between them 
and the divine Word any relation, at all timilar to 
that which the Ap 21lle here inſiſts. upon: “ for 


enhat communion hath light with darkneſs po 


and the divine Word in being manifeſted to them 
would have come, not unto his own, but to an— 


other's. When thereforc we read ee that he came 


wto his own,” we ac vt the ſame time in effect 


aſltured, that God, who mad: all vt ume by his 


Word, and who by the ſame word revealed hum 


(lt to the Jews, Was in a peculiar manner ther 


God, and they his people, 8 8 
he Apoltle, having thus itated the rojoftion 


of the true light potli Jy the work} in ener A 
and alto by God's pecuhar peop'e, procecds to 
deleribe the blefleducſb of all, of e er nan 


ones wie Ons gicenz : Ti ha: 71. veto eral, Of My 12 141 fe 


£46 MN fact h WS, ot miundus/eum nc e c, UCL, Iu jul Prot 'a be- 


it 
uit, et /tal CHAN 44091 „ec 


es qui ſimiles fantel, Aeqde mum lus per eum factus et; neque 


in ſua venit, fed in aHiena,” Lib. 3. c. 11. p. 218. 


rant, Secundum autem Mar. ionem et 
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[ 26 ] 
tion or country, who do not inuitate this fad ex- 
ample of ignorance und unbelief; declaring them 
inveſted with the privilege of belonging to thc 
family of God; to which high dignity they rc 
admitted, not by the bloody rite of circumciſi n, 
nor by carnal deſcent, nor by the adoption of 
Man, but by the adoption of God hinlelf, 
whoſe good vleaſure it is to receive as his Sons 
all who believe in Jeſus Chriſt. For as many. -4 
« as received him to tlem gave he power, to 


d hecome the Sons of God, even to them | 


« that believe on his name, which were bann, 
« tot of blood, nor of the will of the {ici}, 
« nor of the will of Man, but of God.“ 
In tlie next verſe. in the courſe of which: are 
applied to Chriſt the names of no _ than three 
ons in the Gnoſtic ſyſtem, viz, Moryirig, 
| Nags, Aude, the Apoltle aer to declare 
the manner in which the divine Logos was ma- 
nifeſtes, to the world: and the Word wa 
« made fleſh, and dwelt among us.“ That 
Word, who was in the beginning, who wi 
with God, who was God, and by whom al 
things were made, that ſame Word condeſcended 
to aſſume our mortal nature: not, as the Gnoſ— 
tics aſſerted of their Fon Chriſt, to join him- | 
{cli to a Man, but himſelf to become Mann?: 


p « Secundu:in autem nullam ſententiam hrereticorum, Vert. 
Dei caro iattum eſt. Si enim quis regulas ipſorum omeiun 
+ 8 foru 2tu7, invenet guoriam fine carr. et impaſſibilis - + 00- 
nus illis inducitur Dei Ver 8 et qui cf in ſuperio ibus 
£e Ch r1ttvs 's 


Eo 1 


he was mace gelb. and dwelt among us, — dle 
ori & new — he pitched His tabernacle an ong 


and as from the tabcrnacle of old, fo from 


nis fleſhly tabernacle, his body, a glory thone, 
ban procl ming the divine pretlence, and 
clearly man.teſting to every beholder that he 
was the true Maoyims, the Ory-Segorre, of the 
ſupreme Father, ſent into the world to reveal the 


mercies, and to confirm the piumiles of God to 


Man. „ And the word was made fleſh, and 
« dwe among us; (and we beheld his g/ory, 
« the glory as of the & Ses of the Fa- 
ther) full of grace and t auth.” 

From the foregoiny view of the Apoſtle's 
doctrine, it is evident that he combined in the 
perſon of hiw, who was made nech, end dwelt 
among us, Whatever the earlier Gnoſtics attri- 
buted to the various divinities included in their 
ecnealogies, In hin the whole Prema is con- 
tained": He is M- v0 eus, A, T. con, LETT AN 


„ Cariftus, An enim putant manifeſtatum eum, que madmodum 


«© hominem transfiguratum; neque autem natum, neque incarua- 


tum dicunt illum: alli vero neque figuram eum afſumpiitte Ba. 


„ mans 3 fea quemadmodum columbam deſcendiſſe in eum fe- 
„ ſom, £2 natus eſt ex Marja. Omnes ig itur illos falſos teſts; 
cienger.s diſcipulus Domini, ait. E/ Verbum care face el, et 


Hhabitavit in nobis. Iren. h. 3. c. 11. p. 219. 


44 


1 See Wetſtein in U. -= Þ« raps the words may more Prop”: 
he rende ed, © he pitched h's tabernacle: 46, that is, id our 
n3ture. — See BY, Beveridee's Cermons, vol. 1. pag. 234 10 
r „„In him dwelleth all the / rel, the Godhead bo%1/y — 
LETT 75 HAhraMA Tic Sierre 5 Toe 25 e — and 
| | D 2 | | or 


as] 
Des, He is morcover the Creator, the = | 
ener, the Saviour of the world: and all who 
believe in him, he conſccrates the Sons of God, 
and raiſes to the hope of inmortal lic, 

You are probably anticipating the concluiion 
which to exalted a dſeription cuthcetin us to 
' draw, and are ready to enquire, how names und 
ofiices, which ſo ſtrongly indinate kei, © can | 
poſiibly be attributed to a mere Man. Let the 
Unitarian ice to that, and reconcile, if he can, 
things apparently ſo much at variance, 

Permit me briefly to recapitulate the who: 
of the argument, It has been my object to 
ſhew, chat the doctrines which St. John in tbe 
introduction to his goſpel advances in oppoſition 
to th. Gnoſtics in general, and to Cerinthus in 
particular, are abſolutely inconſiſtent with the 
diſtinguiſhing tencts of the Unitarians, Ac» |} 
cording to Cerinthus e, our bleſſed Saviour con. | 
ſiſted of two diſtin parts, a Man, and a I 
tial Being reſiding in him. The doctrine of 
the Unitarians and that f St, John, both run 
counter to this divifion of the Lord, as Irenzus 
expre ſes it, but in different directions. The 
Uintacians arc of opinion that he was a niere 
Man; St. John expretsly afi-rts that he was the 
eternal Wer: of God, hunfelf truly au 3 
God. appeiring in our nat ire. Acc ording to 1. 


« - * © ; i f ; - \ 

3? his F, {t Of. —— — cx Te ILAHPNO MF ATCSE && T& —— — nä c N all 
; Ne, ' "7 5 a = 

FECOLNE Ihn 1. 16. | 3 

f 5 3 5 1 1 

N mer, 


Br 2 | 
cr, the Heretics repreſented the Savionr in 
too exalted 4 character,; according to the latter, 

they debated him too much, The concluſion 

idently is, that St. John was not an Unitarian, 
And thus is Unitarianiſm deprived of that firm 
jupport, which jt boaſts to derive from Apoſtoli- 
cal authority. And together with this, it muſt 
loſe that other ſupport which it aſſu mes to itte 

from the belief of the firſt Chriſtians. For if 
the faith of St. John was not Unitarian, then 
neither was that of the Aſiatic Churches, over 
which he preſided and ſince the hiſtory of theſe 
> ly ages is ſilent as to any difference of opinion, 
in a point fo very eſſential, between the Churches 

© Afta and the other Churches of Ch ſtendom, 5 
it fair to conclud- that therd vas no ſach dif- — 
rerence, and conſequently that Unitarianiſm Was | 
not, generally ipeaking, the faith of the Prim 
Ch. rech. 

What has now been advanced is, tri Rt, of it- 

* ſufficient to ſhew, that the Chriſtian Church 
has not received upon flight grounds the doc- 
:rines of the pre- exiſtence and divinity of Chriſt; 

and may there tend to confirm our own faith, 

however it may fail of convincing thoſe, who 
ao not belies as we do. Indeed? little good of 

This latter Kind is to be expecled from the mo 


oY 


cogent arguments wine! can now be oo mon 
nn wwe conſider, how nowerfully a violent pre- 


JM polifion in favour of the oppoſite doctrines has 


withſtood 
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withitoo that 1 and femingly irrefiſtivle 

Agence, which has been already accumulated 
5 the Icarnad and pious labours of ſome of the 
moiſt diſting aiſhed characters of our Church 
and Nation. 

ut while we lament the bande of thu 
whoſe eyes are ſhut againſt the light, us ia 
forget the benefit which we url. 3 derive. 


from their errors. Whatever ha appens in this 


world, whether by tha direction or by the h 
mithon ol Providence, does no- happen i in vain. 
The very differences of opinion, which have in 
all ages fo miſerably diſturbed the peace cf th 


Church, if conſidered with reſpect to the pre- 


ent {tate of man, are uſeful, a1 even neceſſary, 
* there uſt be hereſies among you, fays the 


f poſtle, <* that the which are approved may be 
3 Y pP 


* made 3 among you.“ This preſent li.. 
tate D__ ipliue and trial: it comprehends not 
the we of aur exiſtence; but is merely i — 

ratory to ter and more durable irate, in which 

we ſhall be rewarded or puniſhed, according as 


we have employed the intellectual as weil as | 


moral faculties, which God hath given us. 
Without a trial, neither the conſtancy of our 
virtue, noi the firmneſs of our faith, could be 
made manite!. and therefore in cach reſpe& 
© have temptations to reſiſt, and dangers 0 
oveicome. The world, the fleſh, and the dart 
ſult our virtne ; the entic ing words of mans 
| wile: * 
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wiſdom endan ger our f. with. And fince thoſe 4 
only, who abide; in the doctrine of Chriſt, are 23 
proved of God, it is our duty, notwithitand- 
i 8 all oppoſition, to hold faſt. tl e profeſſion of 
our faith without wavering. And “ bleſſed is 
c the Man who thus endureth temptation : for 
when he is tried, he ſhall receive the crown 


« of life, which the Lord hath promiſed 4 
28 them that love him.“ 
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